The article is devoted to a new object of dialectology -a language personality. This is the phenomenon of specific social and personal traits of an individual native speaker being reflected in the text the speaker creates. It analyzes the research that arose at the junction of traditional dialectology and the theory of lingvopersonology that is being performed today by Russian dialectologists. The author examines the main projects that study the speech of an individual dialect speaker, typical features of the individuals under research, types of sources used by scientists, classical and new methods of collecting and analyzing speech material, and aspects of research of individual speech of representatives of national dialects. Prospects of this research for dialectology and other fields of the science of language are identified. ; postcode 634050 ©Universitat de Barcelona E. IVANTSOVA 92 LA PERSONALIDAD LINGÜÍSTICA COM NUEVO OBJETO DE INVESTIGACIÓN DIALECTAL
Introduction
Linguistics has come a long way in the past two centuries, each step bringing it closer to understanding that a person is the main object of scientific knowledge. It was in the nineteenth century that Buschmann & Humboldt (2000) , Osthoff & Brugmann (1881) , Paul (2002) , Baudouin de Courtenay (1963) and others raised the question of a ratio of the general and the individual in a language. At the beginning of the twentieth century special attention was paid to theoretical problems of studying individual speech in works of Sapir (1949) , Bakhtin (1996) and Vinogradov (1980) . Weisgerber (1929) defined the individual usage of a language system as one of the forms of existence of a language. In the middle of the century foundations of a communicative, functional approach, and a little later of a cognitive and linguo-culturological one, were laid in linguistics, and supplemented the traditional historical and the system-structural analyses. The central paradigm of scientific knowledge came to be anthropocentric in many sciences, including linguistics. More and more often properties of a language were analyzed for the purpose of revealing intrinsic characteristics of a person as its bearer, and vice versa: the speech of certain members of a linguistic community is a source that helps to understand properties of the language system. At last, at the beginning of the ©Universitat de Barcelona Dialectologia 17 (2016) , 91-109. ISSN: 2013 91-109. ISSN: -2247 93 twenty-first century, lingvopersonology became an independent discipline with its object, methods, terminology, and a base of sources (see more: Ivantsova 2010) . The task of the new area of linguistic science is to study the phenomenon of the language personality. The language personality denotes a concrete, real-life native speaker whose personal characteristics synthesizing his or her social and individual traits are reflected in the texts the speaker creates.
"Identity linguistics" made headway in the work of scientists from different countries (Pound 1947; Petkov 1983; Fillmore, Kempler & Wang 1979; Johnstone 1996; Asahi 2009, and others) , especially in the sphere of the so-called author's lexicography (dictionaries of those who founded national languages -Shakespeare, Milton, Pushkin, Goethe, Schiller and many others are widely known). At the same time, the theory and practice of linguistic personological research is developing more actively in Russian linguistics (Bogin 1984; Karaulov 1987; Neroznak 2003; Golev 2004, and others) , where a number of centers for studying language personality are being established, in Moscow, Perm, Tomsk, Saratov, Krasnoyarsk, Blagoveshchensk, and elsewhere.
Dialectology plays an important role in the formation of lingvopersonology. The traditional object of this sphere is the speech of a community that speaks this or that locally limited subsystem of a nationwide language. However, due to the fact that dialects lack a written form, dialectologists had always focused on collecting language material in direct contact with dialects' speakers, taking into account some specific features of informants. Problems of dialectological research also facilitated raising and solving questions about a ratio of speech manifestations of an individual dialect speaker and the speaker's native dialect as a usual system, and about mental features and social and cultural particularities of a dialect community and individuals who belong to it. Now a dialect language personality has emerged as one of the central objects of linguistic research.
The purpose of this article is to analyze articulation of the linguistic personological direction in dialectological research and to characterize achievements of Russian linguistics in this area.
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Attention to the speech of individual dialect speakers
Analysis of dialectological research of the last century shows that interest in the personality of an individual dialect speaker has constantly increased. The main projects in this area are listed below:
• 1914. An outstanding Russian philologist and historian A. Shakhmatov described one of the dialects of Ryazan Province, relying on data of a single speaker of this dialect, I.S. Grishkin (Shakhmatov 1914 ).
• 1949-2003. V. Timofeyev systematically studied the speech of E. M. Timofeyeva, a native of the Kurgan Region born in 1897 (Timofeyev 1971 (Timofeyev , 2003 . 2
• From 1963 to the present. A group of scientists of Perm University has been investigating the speech of A. G. Gorshkova, an inhabitant of the Perm region, born in 1891 (Gruzberg & Egoryeva 1969; Skitova & Ogiyenko 1971; Malysheva 2007) . Petukhova, born in 1920, from the Kurgan region (Lyutikova 1999 (Lyutikova , 2000 .
• From 1981 to the present. Linguists of Tomsk dialectological school have been carrying out research of the personality of an elderly resident of Siberia V. P. Vershinina, born in 1909 (Gyngazova 2001 (Gyngazova , 2008 (Gyngazova , 2009 (Gyngazova , 2010 Ivantsova 2002 Ivantsova , 2005 Ivantsova , 2009 Ivantsova , 2006 Ivantsova -2012 Ivantsova , 2014 Volkova 2004; Kazakova 2007; Kuznetsova 2015, etc.) .
• From 1984 to the present. The speech of members of the Lykov family, Old Believers living in the wild Sayan taiga for several decades in isolation from the outside world because of their religious beliefs, has become an object of linguistic analysis (Almukhamedova et al. 1986; Slesareva 1997; Markelov 2000; Tolstova 2004 Tolstova , 2007 . (Nefyodova 1997 (Nefyodova , 2000 (Nefyodova , 2001 . ISSN: 2013 ISSN: -2247 
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• 2002-2012. E. Prokofieva studied the speech of A. V. Medvedeva, a dialect language personality from the Altai Krai, born in 1913 (Prokofieva 2012) .
• At the turn of the twenty-first century, a series of speech portraits of dialect speakers was created in different dialectological centers (Oglezneva 2004; Kasatkin 2007; Baklanova 2008; Volkova & Safonova 2010) and voluminous records of oral and written texts of individual representatives of folk speech culture were published (Ossipov 1995; Russinova 2007; Felde 2010; Batyreva 2011) .
As one may see, the number of objects of lingvopersonological research has steadily increased. The number of large-scale projects carried out by research teams is growing. Practically all of them (except for Shakhmatov's (1914) first experience) are long-term, over ten and more years. Study of a number of dialect language personalities that began several decades ago is still underway.
Objects of research
Individual speakers of local dialects are typical objects of dialectological research.
These are mainly elderly women who were born at the end of the nineteenth and the beginning of the twentieth century. They are mostly semiliterate members of large peasant families, and engaged in unskilled physical work all their lives. Having been raised in the environment characteristic of the Russian peasantry, they retained features of language and mentality that are particular to traditional Russian culture. The speech of these village inhabitants, though bearing common typological features, differs in its expressiveness and manifestation of the source of individuality. The language of generations of young and middle-aged dialect speakers, who are subjected to strong influence of the literary language, has not been analyzed yet from the lingvopersonological perspective.
Informants represent the main dialects of the Russian language and different dialect zones and regions. Scientists have given special attention to speakers of the North Russian dialect (the South Russian is represented much more weakly) and the ©Universitat de Barcelona dialects of secondary formations, created in the territories of later settlements (Siberia and the Far East).
Data sources
First of all, records of individual speech of dialect speakers serve as sources for studying their oral speech. Until the 1970s they were handwritten without the use of technology. The majority of texts of the later period were recorded on a magnetic tape.
Materials gathered in recent years are partly represented on digital media.
It is difficult to correlate data on the volume of records made as they are not present in every publication. When they are mentioned, the volume varies considerably and is measured in different units: more than 200 pages computer-typed, 1400 expressive units (Nefyodova 2000) , 2476 pages of records made by hand (Gruzberg & Egoryeva 1969) , 16 hours of tape recordings (Almukhamedova et al. 1986) , and over 5000 tests (Lyutikova 1999) . The biggest idiolect data archive -about 10,000 pages of records of speech of a Russian longtime resident of Siberia transcribed from a tape recorder -belongs to Tomsk linguists (Ivantsova 2006 (Ivantsova -2012 .
The range of sources to study the dialect language personality is increased by written texts, which in general are less typical for the unwritten folk speech culture. So, when studying Agafya Lykova's language personality, about 100 letters written to different addressees using half-uncial writing are used (Tolstova 2004) . Autobiographical notes of a Siberian peasant V. A. Plotnikov (Ossipov 1995) and the unusual diaries of a dialect speaker M. P. Suslova have been published and described (Russinova 2007) .
Methods of collecting material
Methods of collecting material are being developed and improved. The observation method in combination with various types of polls is traditional for dialectology. With lingvopersonological research evolving, a method of inclusion is ©Universitat de Barcelona Dialectologia 17 ( ), 91-109. ISSN: 2013 ( -2247 97 implemented in field practice, i.e., inclusion into the language being of the speaker, which means establishing close relationships with the informant, regular long-term observation, and creation of a situation in the course of recording that is comfortable for the individual. Application of this method allows better approaching the situation of open recording in conditions where free speech is generated in the natural language environment and provides an opportunity to gather facts about both an individual's discourse and the speaker's personality (Ivantsova & Solomina 2014) .
The formation of methods of inclusive observation may be promoted by kinship between collectors and dialect speakers. Thus, Timofeev had been recording the speech of his mother E. M. Timofeeva for more than 20 years (Timofeev 1971), and Lyutikova (1999) had been doing so with her mother's speech (V. M. Petukhova) for approximately the same length of time. However, in a number of dialectological projects absence of family relations was successfully compensated by confidential relations. Inclusion in the language being of the speaker was practiced by the Perm researchers who had been writing down A. G. Gorshkova's speech for about ten years (Skitova & Ogiyenko 1971) and by the Tomsk dialectologists who studied V. P. Vershinina's speech systematically for 24 years. Elements of this method were applied in other lingvopersonological projects, though the degree of confidentiality between informants and collectors was different in every case.
Aspects of research
Both traditional and relatively new areas of analysis have been applied to researching idiolects of individual dialect speakers.
Within dialectological traditions, phonetic and grammatical phenomena of the individual speech of peasants, typical to their dialects, are described: features of vocalism and consonantism, inflexions of content words, and some syntactic characteristics (originality of functions of auxiliary parts of speech, word compatibility, and specific types of sentences). The idiolect of the person who bears a folk speech culture is perceived in these cases as "a chip of the dialect". Conclusions are drawn ©Universitat de Barcelona about its complete or incomplete coincidence with the dialect which is native for the individual (Timofeev 1971: 121-138; Lyutikova 1999: 20-40; Prokofieva 2012: 43-101) .
Phonetic and grammatical phenomena that characterize the author as a representative of a certain dialect group are also reconstructed in written texts of dialect speakers on the basis of analyzing deviations from literary norms. In addition, the way dialect speakers master written and literary language is considered through analysis of graphics, spelling, punctuation, and clichéd word combinations (Ossipov 1995; Batyreva 2011: 39-56) .
The analysis of the lexical tier of the language system of dialect speakers focuses interest not only on locally limited lexical units (Timofeyev 1971 (Timofeyev , 2003 Lyutikova 1999 Lyutikova , 2000 Nefyodova 1997 Nefyodova , 2000 Nefyodova , 2001 , but also on the later tendency of the system analysis of the individual lexicon. The latter deals not only with lexemes that coincide with the literary language but also with those that don't coincide (Skitova & Ogienko 1971; Malysheva 2007; Ivantsova 2002, etc.) . In works on lexicon, thematic classification of the individual lexicon is considered (Timofeyev 1971: 121-138) . Many papers are devoted to separate groups of words in the idiolexicon: diminutives (Andreyeva & Gorlanova 1971) , confessional nominations (Tolstova 2007) , expressional and emotional elements (Nefyodova 1997) , and some others. The description of the lexicon of a Siberian peasant V. P. Vershinina includes research of its all-Russian, colloquial, and dialect component, new and archaic vocabulary, nonce words and expressives, and also the main types of system relations of lexemes (motivational, alternative, synonymic and antonymic ones) (Ivantsova 2002: 36-160) . Some authors also study quantitative characteristics of a dialect speaker's lexicon: its volume, the division of words into grammatical classes, a ratio of polysemantic and monosemantic units, and the rate of their use (Timofeyev 1971; Skitova & Ogiyenko 1971; Lyutikova 1999; Ivantsova 2002) .
The fact that discourse research was developed at the beginning of the twentyfirst century sparks keen interest in text created by a dialect speaker. General features of the structure of the text of the dialect language personality are considered (Ivantsova 2002: 180-250) , as well as expressive means of the text -first of all, comparisons and metaphors (Lyutikova 1999; Ivantsova 2002; Volkova 2004) , and a folklore component of the household discourse: proverbs, sayings, and humorous rhymes (chastushkas) ©Universitat de Barcelona Dialectologia 17 ( ), 91-109. ISSN: 2013 ( -2247 99 (Lyutikova 1999; Malysheva 2007: 115-130) . The system of speech genres of an idiolect becomes a subject of close attention (Demeshkina 1997; Gyngazova 2001; Kazakova 2007) . In written texts of dialect speakers -diaries, memoirs, and letters -their substantial and structural features are analyzed. They are compared with oral texts on a similar subject produced by the same informants. This allows revealing common features of these two types of texts -"colloquiality" of speech and contrasting features (Ossipov 1995; Russinova 2007) .
A new aspect of studying of the dialect text is research of the reflection of personality over language as an important part of consciousness of the individual mirrored in the text. The metalanguage reflection in the speech of dialect speakers is thoroughly studied (Blinova 1984; Mikitina 1989; Rostova 2000) including that in separate idiolects (Sakharny & Orlova 1969; Lyutikova 1999; Ivantsova 2009 ). Forms of manifestation of metalanguage consciousness, the area of reflection, strategies of understanding of semantics of a dialectal word by the speaker, and particularities of assessing one's own speech and of the speech of people around are discovered.
Papers published in recent years have investigated the conceptosphere of specific representatives of folk oral culture based upon the data and the vocabulary test of dialectal language personalities. In a series of publications Gyngazova (2008 Gyngazova ( , 2009 Gyngazova ( , 2010 etc.) considered a system of key concepts of folk culture in the idiolect of the Siberian peasant V. P. Vershinina: HOUSE, LAND, LABOR, LIFE and DEATH, GOD, SIN, WAY, SPACE, BODY, SOUL, and others. Prokofieva (2012) analyzed such concepts as HOME, FAMILY, VILLAGE, WORLD, and GOD in the idiolect of the Altai dialect speaker A. V. Medvedeva.
In the works of Ivantsova (2002 Ivantsova ( , 2009 Ivantsova ( , 2014 , Volkova (2004) , Russinova (2007) and Kuznetsova (2015) a particular picture of the world, the worldview, and the outlook of the dialect language personality were identified.
On the basis of the speech data of individual dialect speakers, the following problems were raised: problems of the creative beginning in the speech of ordinary native speakers (Lyutikova 1999; Prokofievа 2012) , problems of detecting relic dialect features (Almukhamedova et al. 1986; Tolstova 2007) , typological features of the dialect of the language personality (Ivantsova 2014) , and the relation of language elements of an idiolect and a dialect (Gruzberg & Egoryeva 1969 
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Dialect lexicography received a new impetus for its development. In the second half of the twentieth century not only the dialect speech of certain regions, but that of specific language personalities, became the object of lexicography. A special type of an idiolect dictionary of a dialect speaker with its different subtypes was created:
• a differential dictionary that includes only locally restricted units (Timofeev 1971; Lyutikova 2000) ;
• a non-differential dictionary, which reflects all-Russian dialect elements and dialect elements in a narrow sense on an equal footing (Tolstova 2004; Ivantsova 2006 Ivantsova -2012 ;
• a general-type explanatory dictionary (includes all of the above); It is frequent that studies are complex, multidimensional, and have a clearly marked lexicographic component.
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Methods of research
Analysis of the practice of studying speech of specific representatives of folk speech culture has shown that scientists use well-known general scientific methods, purely linguistic ones as well as new task-oriented methods for the study of the phenomenon of the language personality. From the group of universal interdisciplinary methods the main method is that of scientific description, involving a systematic inventory of language units and their taxonomic characteristics for formal, substantial, and functional properties (Skitova & Ogienko 1971; Tolstova 2007; Batyreva 2011) . The group of purely linguistic methods is dominated by the recently recognized independent lexicographic method, which is applied not only as a way to present the language material, but as an instrument of its analysis. The range of special lingvopersonological methods is represented by methods of speech portraiture and reconstruction of the language personality. Speech portraiture rests on observable facts and is a story-like characteristic of the speech of the individual emphasizing its vivid features. In dialectology the most common type of a speech portrait includes brief biographical information about the informant, fragments of the informant's voice recordings, and the description of the non-literary features of idiolect phonetics, grammar, and vocabulary (Slesareva 1997; Oglezneva 2004; Kasatkin 2007; Baklanovа 2008; Batyreva 2011) .
The method of reconstructing the language personality is based on Karaulov's ideas and presupposes not only analyzing the linguistic means of the individual, but also reconstructing the worldview, objectives, interests, and the outlook of a person that for a direct observer are too difficult to access. This method focuses on the language personality of the past, embodied in a literary text. The object of the study may be the author of the text (writer) and also its characters (Karaulov 1987) . The application of this method to the new object -a modern individual, including an ordinary native speaker who uses mostly spoken language -allows us to apply this method in dialectology. The result of such research is cognitive reconstruction of features of the worldview and ©Universitat de Barcelona understanding of bearers of traditional folk speech culture in the works of Perm and Tomsk researchers.
The methodology of the largest projects to study the dialect language personality can be differentiated by a synthesis of the elements of the abovementioned methods.
Conclusion
Due to the development of an anthropocentric paradigm and the interaction of different linguistic disciplines, characteristic of modern science, a new object of studya dialectal language personality -has appeared in dialectology. Its articulation took place for most of the last century and was characterized by:
• the appearance of works that not only describe a particular dialect as a whole, but also some of its speakers;
• a change of the focus of analysis from the speech of a particular dialect speaker as an illustration of usual characteristics of the dialect to research whose core of analysis is an individual who becomes a "starting point" in the study of a language;
• approbation of the method of inclusion in the linguistic being of the speaker in order to collect material under conditions as close as possible to the situation of spontaneous speaking of a dialect speaker;
• the creation of databases of scientific study of dialect language personalities based on a considerable number of records of oral speech and written texts of "naive authors";
• the creation of methods for studying the phenomenon of a dialect language personality.
Attention to the new object -the personality of the dialect speaker -is very significant for dialectology and lingvopersonology, at the junction of which studies of individual dialect speakers develop, as well as for linguistics in general.
In dialectology the study of the language personality allowed obtaining previously unknown information about quantitative and qualitative features of the vocabulary of peasants, particularities of speech culture in folk dialects, and originality of ©Universitat de Barcelona Dialectologia 17 ( ), 91-109. ISSN: 2013 ( -2247 103 communication in the dialect, and gave an impetus to developing new types of dialect dictionaries.
Analysis of individual speech of dialect speakers played a crucial role in shaping the general theory of lingvopersonology. It enriched the concept of a language personality, the spectrum of methods of collecting and analyzing data, the sources of speech data of ordinary speakers, and typological features of a bearer of folk speech culture. Theoretical generalizations from the study of individual representatives of dialects are now being implemented into researching other types of language personalities -speakers of the literary language, the urban colloquial language and jargon, elite personalities, and historical figures.
Studying the phenomenon of a dialect language personality becomes a "pilot site" for formulating and solving many general linguistic problems. In lingvopersonological works dialectologists have raised global questions about the genesis of the language personality (factors influencing its formation and development), and connections and differences in speech of the individual and the language of society to which he or she belongs, by defining the typical and the individual in an idiolect, features of national culture (the fundamental principle of which is a traditional national culture), and particularities of a discourse practice in the contemporary language community.
